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_ By DREW MIDDLETON ~. | # Four criteria - temergin ig as act TT" VERIFICATION pesca 
Special to TheNew YorkTimes  . |. standards by ich Congress, the pu ic. : : th 
_ WASHINGTON, Jan. 16— Administra. and ‘news organizations are likely -to | Ph iba phen sega ng at 
don supporters of the second treaty to judge the treaty. These four Union is likely to prove one ot'most pee 
limit strategic arms agree with its critics which are the ones mentioned most often | vend issues for the Administration in the 
in Congress and the. military establish- | in conversations with members of Con | treaty debate. One dir ree ¢ political 
ment on one points. The treaty, when } gress, senior rnilitary officers and Gove | | Benue ray rence the eee 
signed, will provoke..a-bitter, debate~ ernment officials are: equality, stability, | | or. ree Sean systems for verification. | 
whose scope will include not |- verification of compliance and the effect Another is the conviction among critics i 
only the nuclear agreement | of. the treaty on America’s allies in the| |111 tne Russians in the last ave | 
BMilhary with the Soviet Union but North Atlantic Treaty Organization. - - «| |pavebeen able to escape veriiicats — \ 
sat eae fect et palo pt of | pada. o.° EQUALITYAHS. =. | [2 Continued political instability and anti | 
Rosen n erican |” Fela 1 the hard line on equality was stated by | American feeling in Tran couldiese.(9 ee | 
Gove : “eaid last Representative Jack Kemp, Democrat o |_ dismantling of some of the strategic intel 
that ep oars on arent mcs roo let New-York, in an article in Strategic Re| 'igence gathering equipment “Geployed | 


oul ppea | ‘view, the quarterly of the United States | ‘there by the Central Intelligence 
le eS eons Siac ae| } Strategic Institute. “The strategic arms| This equipment has nsed:t0 track 
with the Soviet Union would be resolved” agreement, Mr. Kemp wrote, “must per the flights of Russian missiles and to 
and that the pact would be ready to be- mit the United States the maintenace of| xnonitor electronic signals reporting the 
submitted by SPriNg. 2.0L es "1 | strategic forces which can be at least) missiles’ performance: . The dismantling 

; eee Rat ee RED es a equal to those of the Soviet Union.” or the removal of this equipment,. offi-} 
“Che wariness with which members of | [:. The interim ‘agreement of 1972 ac- | text conceded, would complicate veri- 


J 


both houses of Congress approach the- l cepted a Soviet advantage in the number fication of Soviet compliance with the 
treaty is explained by their intimate:| ‘of. intercontinental ballistic . missile) ; pew treaty and would therefore add tothe 
lknowledge of the-negotiations and of the | launchers, although it left. the United Administration’s problems in winning ap- 
probable shape of the final agreement. | States ahead irt the number of warheads | proval of the treaty. F ; 
The Carter Administration has“ encour | ‘end in other areas. The two treaties deal! |) Even with all monitoring systems in 
jagerd “substantial Congressional partici- ‘with launchers rather than missiles... . -| |.cperaticn, both sides agree that verifica- 
‘pation in the negotiating process in com.| * -Mentbers of Congress urged the negoti- ‘tion will be difficult. Mars M. Lowenthal, | 
‘trast with the relative secrecy: that sur- ating team. to jpropose to. the Russians aj) ina y prepared for the Congressional 
‘rounded the talks that led tothe signing of | reduction in their’ allocation of heavy. | R Service of the Library of Com 
the first agreementin 1972... tk. 48: 1.C.B.M.'s from. 328 to 150. The vo 
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' ; _, According to Mr. Kemp, this proposal 
land-based and submarine-based ballis- “was “summarily rejected the Soviet 
a nion, never again to be advanced by the 


system: technology, which. In tum. re 
more isticated. means - for 
verification.” on f0 tere ede 
__ Others, like Mr. Kemp, cite “a persist- 
ent and continuing pattern of Soviet. ac- 
-| tivities” designed to conceal weapons Ge» 
: ployment and research and development. 
” He cites Soviet concealment of deploy- 


S.A 2 ee tite STABILIFY wae ose B® nuclear submarine construction with | 
would put a ceiling of 2 pee TE RR Ee Py Pe E Canvas, CS 
strategic arsenal? :. Stability. in. the context of the newy 2 * pen... NATO 3 Sein ee 
identical ceilings wt treaty means that asa result of the treaty ‘The. protection of allied security inter- 
ries, such as the number of missiles with - “neither side would be tempted by muclear ests under the new treaty is a prime od< 
multiple warheads. _ a ee | superiority to launch a first strike. _-. ,+| jective of most senior officers and many 
‘The new agreement % 1 i: United States strategic theory Is based State Department officials. °"*-. - 
first step toward limiting dern: ' on possessinyea nuclear force capable of a . Their anxiety is that treaty constraints '. 
zaticn. Although the 1972 “did. i retaliatory second strike. For this, the on the range or deployment af cruise mis- | 
mention the subject, : ; Air Forte and Navy must be reasonably | siles will create a schism in NATO, whose 
poses limited controls f | sure that their nuclear forces will not be | most powerful members, West Germany, | 
tica of existing arms and constrains crippled inafirststrike.,¢ vets = *Britain and France, believe that the long: | 
deployment of new systems. ;, ~ When the treaty is debated, the stabil- | range cruise missile is essential, to. bale ; 


ity issue may.thus focus on whether the |,ancing the present expansion of R :. 
United cana will retain a sufficient sec-~ ‘theater nuclear forces... sign of Ree 
eforce. 
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